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82 time ago a Pamphlet was ſent me, intitled 
An Appeal from the Proteſtant Aſſociation, 


to the People of Great Britain.“ A day or two 


ſince, a kind of Anſwer to this was put into my 
hand, which pronounces, it's Stile contemptible, 
it's Reaſoning futile, and 1's Object malicious.“ On 
the contrary, I think the Stile of it is clear, eaſy 
and natural; the Reaſoning (in general) ſtrong and 
concluſive; the Object, or Deſign, kind and 4 


volent. And in purſuance of the ſame kind and 


benevolent Deſign, namely, to preſerve our happy 
Conſtitution, I ſhall endeavour to confirm the ſub- 
ſtance of that Tract, by a few plain Arguments, 
With Perſecution I have nothing to do. I per- 
ſecute no Man for his Religious Principles, Let 
there be as © Boundleſs a Freedom in Religion,” as 
any Man can conceive. But this does not touch 
the Point; I will ſet Religion, true or falſe, utterly 
out of the Queſtion. Suppoſe the Bible, if you 
pleaſe, to be a Fable, and the Koran to be the Word 
of God, I conſider not, whether the Romiſh Re- 
7 A 2 ligion 


{4:1 


ligion be true or falſe; 1 build nothing on one or 
the other Suppoſition. Therefore away with all 


ur Common-Place Declamation about Intolerance 
and Perſecution for Religion] Suppoſe evety word 
of Pope Pwus's Creed to be true; ſuppoſe the 
Council of Trent to have been infallible : yet, I 
inſiſt upon it, That no Government nat Roman 
Catholic, ought to tolerate Men of the Roman 
Catholic Perſuaſion. | 5 

I prove this by a plain Argument; (let him 
anſwer it that can.)—That no Roman Catholic does 
or can give Security for his Allegiance or peaceable 
Behaviour, I prove thus. It is a Roman Catholic 
Maxim eſtabliſhed” not by Private Men, but by a 
Public Council, that No Faith is to be kept with 
_ Heretics,” This has been openly avowed by the 
Council of Conſtance ; but it never was openly diſ- 

claimed. Whether private Perſons avow or dftvow 
it, it is a fixed Maxim of the Church of Rome, 
Hut as long as it is ſo, nothing can be more plain, 
than that the Members of that Church, can give no 
reaſonable Security to any Government of their 
Allegiance or peaceable Behaviour, Therefore, 
they ought not to be tolerated by any Government, 
Proteſtant, Mahometan, or Pagan. 

You may ſay, © Nay, but they will take an Oath 
of Allegiance,” True, five hundred Oaths; but 


the Maxim, © No Faith is to be kept with Here-- 


tics,” ſweeps them all away as a Spider's Web. So 
that till, no Governours that are not Roman Ca- 


' *tholics, can have any Sccurity of their Allegiance. - 


Again, Thoſe who acknowledge the Spiritual 
Power of the Pope can give no Security of their 
Allegiance to any Government; but all Roman 
Catholics, acknowledge this: therefore, they can 

give no Security for their n e 
The Power of granting Pardons for all fins, paſt, 


| _ Centuries one branch of his Sprritual Power, 


NJ: 


reſent, and to come, is and has been for 4 
t 


| 633 
But thoſe who r him do have this 
Spiritual Power, can give no Security for their Al- 
legiance: ſince they believe the Pope can pardon 
Rebellions, High Treaſon, and all other fins 
whatſoever, | 
The power of Dyſpenfing with any Promiſe, Oath * 
or Vow, is another branch of the Sprritual Power 
of the Pope. And all who acknowledge his Spiri- 
tual Power, muſt acknowledge this, . But whoever 
acknowledges the diſpenſing Power of the Pope, 
can give no Security of his Allegiance to any 
Government, | 
Oaths and Promiſes are none; they are light as 
Air, a Diſpenſation makes them all null and void. 
' Nay, net only the Pope, but even a Prieſt, has 
Powerto Pardon Sins! This is an eſſential Doctrine 
of the Church of Rome. But they that acknow-. 
ledge this, cannot poſſibly give any Security for 
their Allegiance to any Government, Oaths are 
no Security at all; for the Prieſt can Pardon} both 
2 and High Treaſon. 
etting then Religion aſide, it is plain, that upon 
Principles of Reaſon, no Government ought to 
tolerate Men, who cannot give any Security to that 
Government for their Allegiance and peaceable 
Behaviour, But this no Romaniſt can do, not only 
while he holds, that “No Faith is to be kept with 
Heretics,” but ſo long as he acknowledges either 
2 Abſolution, or the Spiritual Power of the 
ope. 5 | 
„gut the late Act, you ſay, does not either To- 
lerate or Encourage Roman Catholics,” I appeal 
to Matter of Fact. Do not the Romaniſts them- 
ſelves underſtand it as a Toleration? You: know 
they do, And does it not already (let alone what 
it may do by and by) Encourage them to Preach 
openly, to build Chapels, (at Bath and elſewhere,) 
to raiſe Seminaries, and to make numerous Converts 
day by day to their intolerant, perſecuting Princi- 
les? I can point out, if need ſeveral of the 


erſons. And they are increaſing daily, | 
+ A 3 But 


— 


(6) 


But“ nothing dangerous to Engliſh Liberty is to 
be apprehended from them.“ I am not certain of 
that. Some time ſince, a Romiſh Prieſt came to one 
I knew; and after talking with her largely, broke 
out, * You are no Heretic! You have the Ex- 
perience of a real Chriſtian! And would you, ſhe _ 
aſked, burn me alive? He ſaid, God forbid !— 
Unleſs it were for the good of the Church?” 
Now what Security could ſhe have had for her 
Life, if it had depended on that Man? The good of © 
the Church would have burſt all the Ties of Truth, 
Juſtice, and Mercy, Eſpecially when ſeconded by 
the Abſolution of a Prieſt, or (if need were) a Papal 
Pardon, * SES © Wo 8 TURIN 
If any one pleaſe to anſwer this, and to ſet his 
Name, I ſhall probably reply,—But the Productions 
of Anonymous Writers, I do not promiſe to take 

any Notice of, | | 


1 am, Sir, 
f 1s | Your humble Servant, 
JOHN WESLEY. 


City Road, 
Jan, 24, 1780. 


To 


(5989; 


To. che RE A DUDEN 


EVEN AL months ſince, Father O'Leary, a 
1 4 Capuchin-Friar, in Dublin, publiſhed Remarks 
upon this Letter, in the Freeman's Fournal. As 

fon as theſe were ſent to me, I publiſhed a Reply 
in the 47 Paper. When I raid more of has 
Remarks, printed in five ſucceeding Journals, I 
wrote a ſecond Reply, but did not think it worth 
whale to follow, ſtep by ſtep, ſo wild, rambling a 
IWriter. | PEA 1205 


Mr. O'Leary has now put his Six Letters into 
One, which are reprinted in London, with this title, 
„Mr. O'Leary's Remarks on the Rev. Mr. W's- 
Letters, in defence of the Proteſtant 8 in 

England: to which are prefixed Mr. Weſley's 


Letters.” 


I it by Negligence or by Dejign, that there are ſo 


many miſtakes even in a title-page ? 


1. To which are pre xed Mr. W's Letters. 
No: the Second of. thoſe 


never ſaw it before. 


2. But where are the tuo Letters publiſhed in 
>the Freeman's Journal? Why is a ſpurious Letter 
palmed upon us, and the genuine ones ſuppreſt ? | 

| 3. © Letters. 


Letters is not mine. I © 


following Letters, 355 may expe 


Te b el. as. | 


(8) 


3. Letters in defence of the Prote NP oP Aſſocta- 
tions in England.” Hold! In my firſt Letter J 
have _ three lines in Defence of a tract publiſhed 


in London. But I have not one line * mm defence 


of the Afſoaations,” either in London or elſewhere. 


J, Mr. O'Leary will ſeriouſl uy yn = 1 
erious Reply. 


But if he has only drollety and low wat to oppoſe to 
pres. Gan 1 ſhall concern myſelf no further 


about him. 


London, , 


Dec. 29, 1780. 
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To the EDITORS of the FREEMAN's JOURNAL. 


Gentlemen, 


1. R. O'Leary does well to entitle his Paper 
| Remarks; as that word may mean any 
thing or nothing; but it is no more an Anſwer to 
my . than to the Bull unigenitus. lle like - 
wiſe. does wiſely. in prefacing his Remarks with ſo. 


handſome a compliment: this may naturally incline - 


u to think well of his judgment, which. is no 
{mall oint gained, 

2. His manner of writing is eaſy and. pleaſant, 
but might it not as well be mare ſerious? The ſub- 
jet we are treating of is not a light one; it moves 


me to tears rather than to laughter. I plead for 


the ſafety of my country; yea, for the children 
that are yet unborn, * But cannot your country 
be ſafe, unleſs the Roman Catholics are. perſecuted 
for their religion ?” Hold! Religion is out of the 
queſtion : but I would not have them perlecuted at 
all. I would only have them hindered from doing 
hurt: I would not put it in their power, 1998 I do 
not wiſh that others ſhould,) to cut the throats of 
their quiet neighbours. *# But they will give ſecu- 
rity for their peaccable behaviour,” They cannot 
while they continue Roman Catholics : they can- 
not while they are members of that church which 
receives. 


610 


receives the decrees of the Council of Conftance, 
which maintains the ſpiritual power of the Biſhop 
of Rome, or the doctrine of Prieſtly Abſolution. | 

3. This I obſerved in my late Letter; whoever 
therefore would remark upon it to any purpoſe, 
muſt prove theſe three things: 1. That the de- 
cree of the Council of Conſtance publicly made, has 
been publicly diſclaimed. 2. That the Pope has not 

wer to pardon Sins, or to diſpenſe with Oaths, 

ows, and Promiſes: and g. That no Prieſt has 
power to pardon Sins. But has Mr. O'L— 
proved theſe three points? Has he proved any one 
of them? He has indeed ſaid ſomething upon the 
firſt, He denies ſuch a decree was ever made. 

4. I am perſuaded Mr. O'L-— is the firſt man 
that ever made the important diſcovery. But be- 
fore he is quite ſure, let him look again into Father 
L'Abbe's Concilia Maxima, printed at Paris in the 
year 1672. The laſt volume contains a particular 
account of the Council of Conſtance : one of whoſe 
decrees, page 169, is, That Heretics ought to be 
put to death, Non obſtantibus ſalvis conductibus Im- 
peratoris, Regum, &c,” notwithſtanding the public 
faith engaged to them in the moſt ſolemn manner, 


Who then can affirm that no ſuch doctrine or 


violation of faith with Heretics is authoriſed 

this Council ? Without putting on ſpectacles, 
(which, bleſſed be God, I do not 2 I can 
read a little Latin ſtill. And while I can, I muſt 
fix this horrid doctrine on the Council of Conſtance. 

5. But ſuppoſing the Council of Conſtance had 
never advanced this doctrine, or the Church of 
Rome had publicly diſclaimed it ; my conclufion 
ſtands good, till it is proved, 1. That no Prieſt has 
a power of pardoning fins: and 2. That the Pope 
has neither a power of pardoning Sins, or of diſ- 
penſing with Oaths, Vows, Promiſes, &c. 

Mr, O'Leary has proved neither of theſe, and 
What has he proved? It is hard to fay, But if he 
proves nothing, he either (directly or — 

aſſerts 


1 


aſſerts many things. In 222 he aſſerts, 
1. Mr. Welley has arraigned in the jargon of th 
Schools. Heigh-day! What has this to do here 
There is no more of the jargon of the Schools in 
my Letter, than there is of Arabic. The Catho- 
lics all over the world are liars, perjurers, &c,” 
Nay, I have not arrzigned one of them. This is a 
capital miſtake, I arraign the doctrines, not the 
men. Either defend them, or renounce them. 

I do renounce them, ſays Mr. O'L—, Perhaps 
you do. But the Church of Rome has never re- 
nounced them. He aſperſes our communion in 
a cruel manner,” J1I donot aſperſe it at all, in ſay- 
ing theſe are the doctrines of the Church of Rome. 
Who can prove the contrary ? | 
2. Mr. O'L— did not even attempt to ſeduce 
the Engliſh ſoldiery.“ I believe it; but does this 

rove any of theſe three points? © But Queen 

lizabeth and King James roaſted Heretics in 
Smithfield ?? In what year? I doubt the fact. 
3. Mr. Weſley is become an Apologiſt of thoſe 
who burned the Chapel in Edinburgh.” Is not 
this ſaid purely ad movendam imuidiam? Toinflame 
the minds of the people ? For it has no ſhadow of 
truth. I never yet wrote, nor ſpoke one word in 
their defence. He urged the rabble to light that 
fire.” No more than he urged them to dethrone 
the King. | 

4. Does Mr, Weſley intend to ſound Alecto's 
horn, or the war-ſhell of the Mexicans.” All this 
is cruel aſperſion indeed; deſigned merely to in- 
flame! What I intend, is neither more nor leſs 
than this, to contribute my mite to preſerve our 
Conſtitution both in Church and State. | 

5. © They were the Scotch and Engliſh regi- 
cides who gave riſe to the Iriſh maſſacre,” I 
Iriſh maſſacre!!! Was there ever any ſuch 
thing? Was not the whole account à mere Pro- 
teſtant lie? Ono! It was a Wa Ng truth, 
wrote in the blood of many thouſands, But the 


regicides 


Wes 
'regicides no more fre riſe to that maſſacre than 


the Hottentots. he whole matter was planned 


ſeveral years, and executed before the King's death 


was thought of. «But Mr. Welley is ſowing the 
ſeeds of another Maſſacre?” Such another as the 
maſſacre of Paris ? 8 

6. Was he the trumpeter of perfecution, when 


he was petſecuted himſelf?” -Juſt as much as 


now. Cruel aſperſions ſtill! Deſigned and calcu- 
lated only to inflame, Did he then abet perſe- 


cution on the ſcore of conſcience?” No, nor 


now. Conſcience is out of the queſtion, “ His 
Letter contains all the horrours, invented by blind 
miſguided zeal, ſet forth in the moſt bitter lan- 
uage.” Is this Gentleman in his ſenſes? I hope 
not. Elſe I know not what excule to make for 
him, Not one bitter word is in my Letter. I have 
learned to put away all bitterneſs, with all malice. . 

But ſtill this is wille of the mark; which of 419 
Three points does it prove? i 5 
7. In his ſecond Letter he promiſes to put out the 


fire which he has already kindled in England?“ 


Second Letter! What is that? I know nothing of 


at, * The fire which he has kindled in England.” 


—When?—Where? I have kindled no fire in 
England any more than in Jamaica. I have done, 
and will do, all that is in my power, to put out 
that which others have kindled. | 
8. He ſtrikes out a Creed of his own for Ro- 
man Catholics. This fictitious creed he forces upon 
them.” My words are theſe: Suppoſe every, 
word of Pope Pius's Creed to be true.” I ſay not 


-a word more of the matter. Now, I appeal to 


every reaſonable man, © Ts this ſtriking out a Creed 
of my own for Roman Catholics? Is this forcing a 
fickitious creed on them, like the Frenchman and the 
Blunderer in the Comedy? What have I to do 
with one or the other? Is not this dull Jeſt quite 
out of ſeaſon? And is the Creed, compoſed by the 


Council of Trent, and the Bull of Pope. Pius the 


- fourth, 


TU 


( 13 ) 


fourth, a fifitious one? Before Mr. O'L. aſſerts 
this again; let him look into the Concilia Maxima 
once more, and read there, Bulla Pii Quarti ſu- 

r forma 1 proſeſſionis fidei,” This 

rma profeſſionis fidei, I call Pope Pius's Creed, 
If his * fomach revolts from it, who ean help it ? 

9. Whether the account given by Philip Me- 
lancthon of the words ſpoken (not in Hebrew but 
in Latin) be true or falſe, it does not at all affect 
the Account of, Miſs Ducheſne, which I gave in 
her own words. And I cannot but obſerve, that 


"after all the witticiſms which he has beſtowed upon 


it, Mr, O'L. does not deny that tho PRIEST MIGAHT 
HAVE BURNT HER, © HAD ir BEEN FOR THE 
GOOD OF THE CHURCH,” - | 

10, * Remark a Miſſionary inflaming the rabble, 
and propagating black ſlander.” —— Remark a San 
Benito Cap, painted with devils; but let him 
put it on, whom it fits, It does not fit me: I in- 
flame no rabble: I propagate no ſlander at all, 
But Mr. O'L. does. He propagates an heap of 
ſlander in theſe his Remarks. I ſay too, „Let the 
Appeal be made to the Public and their impartial 
Reaſon,” I have nothing to do with the! jargon or 


| rubbiſh of Schools, lugged in like the jargon of 


Schools before. But I would be glad if Mr, O'L, 
would tell us what, theſe two pretty phraſes mean d 
* The whole matter is this. I have, without the 
leaſt bitterneſs, advanced three Reaſons, why I 
conceive it is not ſaſe to tolerate the Roman Catho- 
lics. But ſtill I would not have them perſecuted : 
I wiſh them to enjoy the ſame liberty, civil and 
religious, which they enjoyed in England, before 
the late Act was repealed, 'Mean time, I would 
not have a ſword put into their hands; I would 
not give them liberty to hurt others. Mr. O'L. 
with much archnęſs and pleaſantry has nibbled at one 
of theſe three Reaſons, leaving the other two un- 
1237. 159X 20 . | , touched. 


2 


* * 


4:24 1 
touched. If he chuſes to attack them in his-next; 
Na endeavour to give him a- calm and ſerious 
; Wer. , | 1 N b 


I am, Gentlemen, 


Your obedient Servant, 
and | JOHN: WESLEY, 
March 2g, 1780. 2 
\ x. 
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L E T F EN . 
Tothe EDITORS of the FREEMAN's JOURNAL, 


S0. E time ago, in, a. Letter publiſhod at Lon- 


don, I obſerved, Roman Catholics: cannot; 
ve thoſe whom they account Heretics, any ſuffi: 
cient Security for their-peaceable: Behaviour:“ 

1. Becaule it has been publicly, avowed. in one 
At. their General Councils, and never public! 
diſclaimed, That Faith is not to be kept with 


Heretics: 
2, Becauſe 
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63 | 
2. Becauſe they hold the Doctrine of Prieſtly 


Abſolution, and g. The Doctrine of Papal Pardons 


and wh = 3 9eſ | | 
- Mr. O Leary has publiſhed Remarks on this Let- 
ter: nine parts'in'ten of which are quite wide of 


the mark. Not that they are wide of his mark, 


which is to introduce a plauſible Panegyric upon 
the Roman Catholics, mixt with keen invectives 


againſt the Proteſtants, whether true or falſe it 


matters not. All this is admirably well calculated, 
to inſpire the Reader with averſion to theſe Heretics, 
and to bring them back to the holy, harmleſs, much- 
Injured Church of Rome. And I ſhould not won- 
der, if theſe fix Papers ſhould make fix thouſand 
Converts to her, 

Cloſe arguing he does not attempt, but he va- 
pours, and ſkips to and fro, and rambles to all 
points of che compaſs, in a very lively and etiter- 
taming manner, ; | : 

Whatever has the face of an argument in his 
— *. — I anſwered ore, Thoſe of the 14th, 

1 and 21ſt inſtatit, I paſs over at ent: 
1 have now only to do with A in 
your Journal of March the th. Weg 
' Here I read, « For Mr. Welley's ſecond Letter, 
Tee the laſt page.” I have feen it; but I can find 
no more in the ſecond Letter in the luſt page, than 
in the firſt, It would be ſtrange if I did; for that 
ſecond Letter was never heard'of, but in Mr. O'Z's 
Remarks. But why then does he mention it over 
and over?” Truly I cannot tell. . 
He begins, Fanaticiſm“ Hold! There is no 
Eanaticifin in my Letter, but plain, ſober Reaſon. 
I'*now expect“ (they are his own words) “ a ſexi- 
ous Anſwer to a ſerious charge.“ 2 

My argument was, The Coun! of Conſtance 
has openly avowed violation of faith with Heretic, | 


Y 


B 2 But 


G03 


But it has never been openly. diſclaimed. There- 


fore thoſe who receive this Council, cannot be | 


truſted by thoſe whom they. account Heretics,— 
This is my immediate concluſion. And if the pre- 
miſes be admitted, it will infallibly follow. 


On this, Mr. O'L. ſays, A Council ſo often 
_ quoted, challenges N attention. We ſhall. 


examine it with all poſſible precifion , and im- 
"ERAS At a time when the broachers of a new 

octrine“ (as new as the Bible) „were kindling 
the fire of Sedition, and ſhaking the foundations of 
thrones and kingdoms”—Big words, but entirely 
void of truth—“ was held the Council of Con- 
ſtance. To this, was cited John Hus, famous for 
propagating errors, tending to—wreſt the ſceptre 
from the hands of Kings.“ —Equally true, © He 
was obnoxious to Church and State.“ To the 
Church of Rome: not to the State in any degree. 
Proteſtant and Cit 


know one man, Servetus, was burnt at Geneva: 


but I know not, that there was any law for it. 


And I know one woman, Joan Bocker, was burnt 
in . Smithfield, much againſt the mind of King 


1 


Edward. But what is this to the numbers who 


were inhumanly butchered by Queen Mary? To 
fay nothing of her ſavage Huſband. But the 


lame Laws were executed by Queen Elizabeth and 
King 7ames.” How! Did either of thefe burn. 
Heretics ? Queen Elizabeth put two Anabaptiſts to 


death! But what was this to the Atchievements 


of her Siſter? Wa 3 be 

He adds a well-deviſed Apology for the Romiſh 
Perſecutions of the Proteſtants as neceſſarily re- 
ſulting from the nature of things, and not from any 
wrong Principles. And this he illuſtrates by the 
treatment formerly given to the Methodiſts, 

| 8 1 | © whole 


holic Legiſlators enacted 
Laws for burning Heretics:” How wilely are theſe 

jumbled together! And the Proteſtants placed firſt! - 
But pray what Proteſtant: Legiſlator made ſuch 
Laws, either before or after the Catholic ones ?— - 


— 


— 


N £7 > 
* : N LE” „ 
ore oye. . bY ws 
> 3 i "3-- p 7 
D he ER... * 4 — 3 2 


67 


« whoſe Love · feaſts and Watch-nights rouzed the 
vigilance of the Magi „ and irrfluenced the 
rage of the rabble.” Inde did not. Not 
only no Magiſtrate ever objected either to one or 
-the other, but no mob, even in the” moſt turbulent 
| p times, ever interrupted them, 
1 But to the Council, . Hus ſtrikes at the root of 
b 1 all temporal Power and civil ANDES He 
„ boldly aſſerts, That all Princes, vs 9 35 Ec. 
. in the ſtate of mortal ſin, are deprived, ipſo fatto 
. Þ of all power and juriſdiction. And by broaching 
| theſe ines, he makes Bohemia a theatre of 
inteſtine war. See the Acts of the Council of 
Conſtance in L'Abbe's Collection of Councils.“ 
I have ſeen them, and I can find nothing of all 
this therein, But more of this by and by. : 
« He gave notice that he would ſtan his trial. 
But he attempted to eſcape.” No, never; this is 
pure invention. © He is arreſted at Conſtance, 
wn. | | whence he never attempted to eſcape—and con- 
ned. His Friends plead his Safe- conduct. The 


K 


1 Council then declared, No Safe- conduct granted 
9 tne E , or any other Princes, to FN. , 
to hi them front being puniſhed as ice ft 


require, And the perſon 4 has gen; im 42 
rity, ſhall not be obliged to keep his promiſe * 
ever tie he may be engaged.” 

And did the Council of Conſtance Geeclare this ? 
Yes, ſays Mr. O'L, I deſire no more. But before 
I argue upon the point, F me to give a little 
fuller account Leet the whole affair. 

The Council of Conſtince was called by the 
Emperor Sigiſmund, and Pope John the 23d, in 
the year 1414. Before it began, the Em * 
ſome  Bokemian Gentlemen, to conduct John 

to Conſtance, ſolemnly promiſing, That ho 
come and return freely, without fraud or inter- 
"yy tion.“ 

Baut before he left Prague, he waited c on the 
= Biſhop of Nazareth, 48 Inquiſitor for that * 


3 


3 
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and Dioceſe, who in the preſence of many wit- 
neſſes gave him the following teſtimonial. 2 rie 
„ We, Nicholas —do by theſe preſents, make 
known to all men, That we have often talked: 
with that honourable man, Maſter John Hus, and: 
in all his ſayings, doings and behaviour, have 
proved him to be a faithful man; finding no man- 
ner of evil, . erroneous doings in him, 
e reſent. Prague, Au o, 1414. 
This Ub atteſted by. the mart — ſeal of the 
public Notary, named Michael Pruthatiet. 
After this, Conrade, Archbiſhop of Prague, de- 
clared before all the Barons of Bohemia, That“ he 
knew not that John Hus was culpable or faulty, 


1 


in any crime or offence whatever.“ 
So neither the Inquiſitor nor the Archbiſhop 
knew any thing, of * his making Bohemia a theatre 
of inteſtine war!” FRET 1 5 % 4 10 
In October he began his journey, accompanied 
with two Noblemen, Wencelat ONT John 
de Clum, - On Nov. gd, he came to Conſtance, and 
was treated with great reſpe&. But not long after, he 
was ſuddenly arreſted and caſt intoa noiſome priſon. 
Here he quickly fell ſick. During his ſickneſs, his 
accuſers exhibited twelve articles againſt. him. 
ut none of them charge him with Sedition. They 
relate purely to the Church. nn. 
May 14, 1415, The Nobles of Bohemia com- 
plained to the CSuneil, « When Maſter John Hus 
came to the Council, under the Emperor's ſafe- 
conduR, he was in violation of the public Faith 
impriſoned before he was heard.“ They add, 
And he is now grieyoully tormented, both with 
fetters, and with hunger and thirſt.” ,  .... +." 
June 8, His accuſers brought thirty-nine-articles 
| r others. But both the 
former and the latter relate wholly ta the Church. 
Seven more were brought next. The firſt. of 
theſe is, If the Pope, Biſhop, or Prelate be in 
deadly fin, he is then no Pope, Bichop or axes 
W | 1 A 
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But this he himſelf T * in the ſame tract 
* 


whence it is taken. uch, as touching their de- 
ſerts, are not worthily Popes or Paſtors before God; 
yet as touching their office, are Popes and Paſtors,” 


Aſter theſe, ſix more articles were exhibited, but 


all relate. to the Church, as do nineteen more that 
followed them. In fine, nineteen others were pre- 
ferred by the Chancellor and Univerſity of Paris. 
One of theſe was, No man being in deadly fin, is 


a true Pope, Prelate or Lord,” This ſeems to be 


the ſame with the preceding Charge; only they 
have mended it, by adding the word Lord. Ano- 
ther was, Subjects ry: publicly to reprove 
the-vices of their Rulers.” It does not appear, that 
ever he held this. . | we 7 
In the ſeventeenth Seſſion, the ſentence and con- 
demnation of John Hus was read and publiſhed, 


The Emperor then commanded the Duke of Ba- 


varia, to deliver him to the Executioners; for which 


904100 exploit he was thus addreſſed by the Bi: 


of Landy, in the name of the Council: This 
molt. holy and goodly labour was reſerved only for 


Thee, O moſt noble Prince! Upon thee only 


doth it lie, to whom the whole rule and miniſtra- 
tion of -Juſtice is given, Wherefore: thou haſt 
eſtabliſhed thy praiſe and renown ; even by the 
mouths. of babes and ſucklings thy praiſe ſhall be 
celebrated for evermore.” „ 444,87" £263 3 INRA 
From this whole tranſBion we may obſerve, 
1. That John Hus was guilty of no crime, either in 
word or action; even his Enemies, the Archbiſhop 
of Prague, and the Papal Inquiſitor, being Judges. 


2. That he never preached or wrote aay thing 


tending to Sedition : neither was there in fact an 
Sedition, much leſs inteſtine war in Bohemia, while 
he miniſtered there. 1. 0% 
. That his real fault, and his only one was, Op- 
poling the Papal Uſurpations. 
- - 4+ That this * moſt noble Prince“ was a bigoted, 
cruel, perfidious Murderer, and that the F * of 
4:53 e 
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. | ( 20 ) * 3 | 
the Council deſerve the ſame praiſe, ſeeing t | 
urged him to embrue his hands in N 
in violation of the public Faith, and extolled him 


to the ſkies for ſo doing. And ſeeing they have 


- 


miſe, made to an Heretic, may be broken. 5 
But ſays Mr. OL. © This regards the peculiar 
caſe of Safe - conducts granted by Princes to Here- 
tics.” If you mean, They took oecaſion from a 
particular Caſe, to eſtabliſh a General Rule; this 
is true. But what then? If the public Faith with 
Heretics may be violated in one inſtance, it may be 
in a thouſand,  '# But can the Rule be extended 
farther?” It may; it muſt; we cannot tell where 
to ſtop. Away then with your witticiſms on ſo 
awful a ſubje&. What, do you ſport with human 
blood? I take burning men alive to be a very ſe- 
rious thing. I pray, ſpare your Jeſts on the occaſion, 
But you have another plea, © Sigiſmund only 
promiſed to guerd him from any violence in going 

g. 


laid it down as a maxim, That the moſt folemn pro- 


to the Council.” Why this was juſt not 

What man in his wis would have moved a ſte 
upon ſuch a promiſe as this? © But this was all it 
was in his power to do.“ It was not. It was in 
his power to have told the Council, «© My own 
Honour, and yours, and that of the Empire are 
at ſtake, I will not upon any account ſuffer the 
ublic Faith to be violated : will not make my- 
if infamous to all generations. My name ſhall 
not ſtink. to all future ages. I will rather part with 
my Empire, with my Life.” He could have taken 
hn Hus out of their hands, and have ſent him 
to his own Country, He would have done it, 
had he been an honeſt man; had he had either Ho- 


nour or Conſcience. I aſk Mr, O*'L. would not 


you have done it, had you been in Sigiſmund's 
place ? If you ſay No,” a Proteſtant ought not to 
truſt you, any more than he would truſt a wild Bull, 
I am afraid, this is the caſe; for you ſtrangely 
add, © It was nugatory in Sigiſmund, to grant him a 


Safe- 
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Saſe-conduR,: For neither King nor Emperor 


_ coula deprivethe Biſhops of their right of judging” 


(add, and murdering Heretics.) It is plain, Sigiſ- 
mund thought he could, that he could ſcreen Hus 
from all dangers; elſe he had been bath a fool and 


a knave to promiſe it: eſpecially by a public in- 


ſtrument which pledged his own Honour and tha 
of the whole Empire for his ſafee x. 

Now for flouriſh, Thus the ſuperannuated 
Charge of violation of faith with Heretics'”'—No 
more ſuperannuated now, than it was, while John 


Hus was in the flames“ vaniſhes away. No, 


nor ever will. It ſtill ſtares us in the face, and 
will do ſo, till another General Council publicly 
and explicitly repeals that infamous determination 
of the Council of Conſtance, and declares the 
burning of John Hus to have been an open viola- 


tion of all Juſtice, Mercy, and Truth. But flouriſh 


on! „The foundation then of Mr. W's aereal fa- 
brit being ſapped”—Not at all-—* The ſuper! 
ſtructure falls of courſe, - and his long train of falſe 
and unchriftian aſſertions. What can this mean ? 
I know of no long train of aſſertions, whether true 
or falſe! I uſe three Arguments and no more, in 

proof of one Concluſion, un. 
What more abſurd, than to inſiſt on a General 
Council's diſclaiming a Doctrine which they never 
taught?” They did teach it: and that not by the 
by, not incidentally; but they laid it down as a 
ſtated rule of action, dictated by the Holy Ghoſt. 
Lquote chapter and verſe. I ſay foo, See L?Abbe's 
Councils,“ printed at Paris, in 1672. Yea, and 
they were not aſhamed to publiſh this determina- 
tion to all the Chriſtian world! And to demonſtrate 
their ſincerity therein, hy burning a man alive. And 
this Mr. O'L, humourouſly compares, tothe roaſting 
a piece of beef! With equal tenderneſs I ſuppoſe he 


would compare, the! mak ing the beards of Heretics,” 


(that is, thruſting a burning furze-buſh in their face) 
to the hnging a fowl before it was roaſted, 
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It is ſufficient to diſclaim it, when it is fixt 


upon us.“ Then diſclaim it without delay; for it 


2 


is xt upon you, to all intents and 


and you fix it upon yourſelves, in very new Edi- 
tion of the Councils: in all of which, this Coun- 


cil ſtands in æternam rei memoriam, and this very 


determination, without the leaſt touch of blame! 
It muſt therefore ſtand as an avowed Doctrine 

the Church of Rome, That * Heretics ought to be 
condemned and executed, notwithſtandingthe moſt 
ſolemn aſſurances to the contrary: in other words, 


That * the public Faith, euen chat of Kings and Em- 


perors, .ought not to be kept with Heretics.” 

What ſecurity then for my life-can any man gi 
me, till he utterly renounces the Council of 
ſtance? What ſecurity can any Romaniſt give a 


Proteſtant, till this Doctrine is publicly abjured 7 


If Mr. OL. has any thing more to plead for this 
Council, 4 ſhall follow him by ſtep. But let 
him keephis word, and give a ſerious Anfwer to 
a ſerious Charge. Drollery may come in, when 
we are talking of roaſting : 3 but nat when 
we talk of © roaſting men. | 
Would I then with the Roman Catholics to be 
erlſecuted ? I never ſaid or hinted any ſuch thing. 
2 5 the thought: it is foreign to all I have 
preached and wrote ſor theſe fifty years. But I 


would wiſh the Romaniſts in England (I had no 


others in view) to be treated ſtill with ſame le- 

nity. that they have been theſe ſixty years: to be 

allowed both Civil and Religious Liberty, but not 
itted to undlermine Qurs. I wiſh them to ſtand 


Juſt as they did, before dhe late Aft was paſſed : 


not to be perſecuted or hurt themſelves; butigently 
roſtrainõd from burting their Neighbours. 


I am, Gentlemen, 
Your obedient Servant, 
JOHN WESLEY, 


Cheſter, 
March 91, 1780, 
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